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Ms. Mary Lou Capichioni
Director, Remediation Services
Corporate Environmental Services
 The Sherwin-Williams Company
101 Prospect Avenue, N.W,
Cleveland, Ohio 44115-1075

Re:  Response to Questions Raised by the Sherwin-Williams Company
Ianuary 2002 Revised Work Plan for RUFS Actwmes, Gibbshoro, NJ -

Dear Ms. Capmhlom

A meeting was held on June 19, 2003 between EPA, the Sherwin-Williams Company (SWC),

and its contractor, Weston Solutions, Inc. (Weston). SWC requested the meeting to discuss

comments it had on EPA’s edited and revised version of the RI'FS Work Plan prowded by EPA .
~ in a Jetter to SWC dated June 6, 2003,

There were seven items that EPA indicated that it would resolve for SWC at the outcome of the
- June 19, 2003 meeting. On June 20, 2003 SWC requested an extension to the deadline date to
submit the Final RI/FS Work Plan while SWC resolved the outstanding items with EPA.
Subsequent to the meeting, SWC provided to EPA the U.S. Avenue Burn grotindwater data on
June 25, 2003, On July 1, 2003 EPA granted SWC’s extension request of August 1, 2003 to
~subrnit the Final RUFS Work Plan. Further, SWC raised additional questions that it wished EPA
toresolveon]ulyQ 11, and 16, 2003. : A

| EPA has included two attachments to this letter which will resolve the questions raised by SWC
during the June 19, 2003 meeting and the subsequent questions raised by SWC on July 9 and 11,
2003 pertaming to the remedial field investigation. EPA believes it is necessary to provide SWC
resolution on these items since they pertain to the upcoming field work that is necessary for these
Sites. EPA is still considering the thirty-nine items raised by SWC on July 16, 2003 on Sections
2.0 (Site Background and Physical Setting), 3.0 (Initial Evaluation of Existing Data), and 4.0
{Work Plan Rationale).

As Spec:ﬁed under paragraph 31 of the AOC for a RI/FS, EPA retains the right in its sole
discretion to seck stipulated or statutory penalties, perform its own studies, complete the RUFS
(or any portjon of the RI/FS) under CERCLA and the NCP, snd seck reimbursement from the
Respondent for its costs; and/or seek any othér appropriate relief if the subsequent final
submission of the RUFS Work Plan does not fully reflect EPA’s directions for changcs
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EPA requests that 7 copies of the final RIFS Work Plan with EPA’s revisions be submitted to
the EPA’s project coordinator and 2 copies be sent to the NJDEP project manager, John Doyon.

if you have any questions on this matter, you may contact Mr. Emmet Keveney, P.E., of my staff,
at (212) 637-3916, or if you have any legal concems, Mr. Carl Howard, Esq., at (212) 637-3216.

Sincerely yours, | B .
Carole Petersen, Chief S
New Jersey Remediation Branch

EncloSl.ires

A

cc: Allen Danzig, Esq., SWC w/encls.:
Jobn Gerulis, SWC wi/encis.
Daniel Kopcow, Weston w/encls.
John Doyon, NJDEP w/encts.
Susanne Peticolas, Gibbons, Del Deo Dolan, anﬁnger &, Vecchlone w/encls,
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~ bec: Carl Howard, ORC 16® fl. w/encls.

lair by

Emmet Keveney, ERRD-NJRB w/encls.
Bonita Green, MS-211 w/encls.
Jeff Josephson, ERRD-NJRB w/encls.
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ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS)
RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY

S
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SHERWIN-WILLIAMS’ RIS WORK PLAN —

JUNE 27, 2003

JANUARY 2002

EPA’S RESPONSE TO COMMENTS RECEIVED FROM

SHERWIN-WILLIAMS ON JULY 9, 2003

Spmfies lolnl af 5 copu's {? EPA., 2

SmcethmmadubehmemnymﬂyneedQcoples

same spol, you would still not want to
samgle there, since that very spot has
already been distesbed,

Alﬁo, why do we need to resample horing

26, if we are taking two nmebomgson

NJIDEP), Cansent Order requires 13 (8 copies since the documents are of the 13 specified in the Administrative Order on Consent'
EPA, 5 NIDEF), , very expensive 10 reproduce. (AQC). Ifadditional copies are needed, we will inform the
—— ' — e . | Sherwin-Willinms Company (SWC).
Cover Letier | ltem £4 Requirea that 100 and 500 yeay fiood plains | FEMA daes the mapping based | If SWC i8 concerned that the FEMA Tines for the 100-year and
‘ - be added to maps. . regional maps and those lines do 500-year floodplaing appear to cut across arcas of differing
T not nnich up to our high-resolution | elevations, EPA recommends that if SWC knows the elevation
“mapping. How should we resolve | for the 100 year and 500 year floodplaia that couid be utilized
this issue? - with the high-resotution mapping, Otherwise, SWC could take
the FEMA lines and "cosrect” them with more site-specific
duts. Tt is our undersianding that SWC used Floodprone Maps
from NIDEP GIS 1996 1o show the 100-yenr Moodplain along
Hilliard’s Creek for Figare 5-9. Coastal floed data and Digital
_ EievaodeI(DEM)dntncmbefoundontheNmmGlS
o : url: hitp:fwww f
Cover letier item #10 ’A requesis that old EPA borings siong Should we change those points to  { SWC does not need o change the symbofand iabel on Figure
' the Dump Site feace be shown as proposed | another symbol and label themas | 5-4 of the RVFS Work Plan, and its duplicate figure specificd in
for resampling (change red dots to green "previously sanmpled locations to be | the SAP and QAPP. However, the intent of EPA's comment
tmnslu} Our green trizngles were shown | resampled” 2nd remove the green | #167(e ) in our Apil 19, 2001and corament # 10 in our June 6,
a5 being " couple of feet” away from the old | triangles thar are now next to 2003 letters to SWC was that samples were {o be collected
locations, partly for visibility, partly for the | them? Or is EPA looking for slong the perimeter of the fence line in close proximity to the
fact that even il you could find the exact addlhoul.mmles? previous EPA sample points used for determining where the

fence line shonld be evected to satisfy the Removal AOC.
Thesefore, upon further roview of Figare 5-4, it hes been
determined that these are three sample pomts thet SWC did not
specify on the Figure based on our previous comments. Those
sammple points are 1,2, and 10. Please denote a proposed soil
sample location in close proximity to each of these points past
the curreat fence line as was done for the other proposed

sample poinls currently noted by SWC on the fligure.

-| Do oot need to resample point 26. However, cnsure that the
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proposed soil sample point to the left of sample point 26 is



ADE'ITIONAL QUESTIONSIIS SUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS)

RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY

JUNE 27, 2003

euther side?

Ifwemsamplin;:ibmmﬁ,whyshonid
we sample 10 if wy are sampling at 71?

taken dormg The Geld activides i clme proximity to the vy
fence line.

Requestiog a proposed sample point in close proxirnity to
sample point 10 to determine if conlamination exists south of
the current fence line as noted sbove. The five additiona)
sample points (cne of which SWC appears to be denoting as 71
in Figure $-4 and under the coluran titled *tequircment” to the
Jeft) specificd along the western perimeter of the fence line
along Route 561 were requested by EPA in comment #167{d)

-} in our Apdl 19, 2001 ietter to SWC to determine if

contamination exists to the west of the current fence line and
below the Route 561 roadway, Further, sampie

points 71 and 10 are spproximately 50 feet away from one

another which is the grid spacing proposed for soil sampling
past the pevimeter of the fence tine. Therefore, both sampling
locations need to be denoted as proposed soil sample locations
on Figure 5-4 of the RI/FS Work Plan, and its duplicate figure
specified in. the SAP and QAPP.

"I Both hazardous an4 non-hazarions mEierals

Gmndl‘ns pumps

' SAP 5.15 Nop-hezardous is 120 Sections 5.15 and 1.3.11.7 of the SAP, ﬁcmmz 1.10.7 of the
will be accramulated on-site for 90 days or : : QAPP, and Sectien 5.2.11.7 of the RUFS Work Plan can be
less prier to disposal off-site, revised to specify that non-hazardous materials will be
- _ # accumnulsied on-site for 120 days or less prior to disposai off-site. ‘
SAP Appendix B | Region 2 low flow does not meation Wewmtousevambhme | This is acceptable. However, SWC must foliow the purging
impeller-type pucips. and sampling procedures stated in the Region 2 Low-Flow SO

{dated March 1992) specified in Appeadix B of the SAP. The
SOP specifies that SWC must purge at a rate of 200 - 500
mb/min, and collzct samples while purging between a rate of
100 - 250 ml/min.

While reviewing the SAP to answer SWC’s recent round of -
questions, EPA noted that one itemn was missing from what -
needs 10 be labeled on each of the sample botttes specified
under Section 4.2 (Sample Documentation) of the SAP and
Section 5.8 (Sample Labeling) of the QAPP. The sample
bottle, besides being labeled with the items currently listed in

the SAP an QAPP, should also include any preservatives whic

ey be added. This will not cnly ensure the staff at the tab th
they are receiving sarples which will be within bolding time:

| Uswimmguistireviscdwproonsricnisianct/additonaiquestions.

{by pmpeﬂy being preserved), but alzo that they may . E



ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS/ISSUES (NON-HISTORIC SECTIONS)

RI/FS DOCUMENT REVISIONS
GIBBSBORO, NEW JERSEY
JUNE 27, 2003
' potemlaﬂy be handling potentially hazardous (after addition of
the ptmatmcs} samples. Revise the SAP and QAPP
] accordingly.
SAP 42 Field logbooks will be used for 15 the use of clectronic-based entry A conceraed sbout making changes in the entries. When
QAP 572 documentation,. acceptable? We are now planning | using a bound field loghook and indelible ink, it és possible (o
: to use digital cameras, PDAs and | kecp track of any changes to entrics as they happen pursuant to
Also, we are now planning to use digital ~ | Jor laptops to be downloaded toa the procedures noted in Section 4.2 of the SAP and Section
cameras versus film. SeTver every eveniog. 5.7.2 of the QAPP. It is uaclear how those procedures will be
: met using electronic means. SWC wili need to add langnage to
Section 4.2 of the SAF and Section 5.7.2 of the QAPP to
specify how the procedures used to ensure (he integrity of
entries into the logbooks will be implemented using electronic
means. Section 4.2.2 of (he SAP specifies that digital cameras
o may be used.
SAFP Appendix B | Regioa 2 low flow spec We may be using PDAs/iPAGs. Understand that SWC may be using PDAs/PAQs. Refer to our
: ' response above to SWC's questions on Section 4.2 of the SAP .

swhemediel/ievisedwpicomments]uned3/additionsiquesiions

and Section 5.7.2 of the QAPP.
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TOPIC ITEM | SECTION(s) | SWC’s 6/19/03 MEETING | RESOLUTION
| | | COMMENT OUTCOME/ L F
ACTION ITEM 1
sampling. . ' ¢
Sampling 12 52225232 Depih of surface soil Mike Sivak to contact TRW | (a) SWC should implement (he sampling scheme as specified in the
Depths 5244,5254, | samples. Work Pian and discuss if 0-6" canbe | current EPA edited version of the RI/FS Work Plan. In addition to what
, 52.6.2,5264, calls for all paramelers | used at this site for is already required i the RVFS Work Plan, SWC may conduct the
5274,5282 |collected0m6™bgs | residential lead risic following additional sampling at residential properties:
except for VOCs assessment (since il is being I
collected from 187-24”. | conducted along with other | 1. Grab discreet XRF lead samples (do not composite), at an interval of
contaminants of potential 0-1" bgs, from 10 of the 15 soil traverse borehole locations per residentiai
concem). Other issues to property currently proposed in the RI/FS Work Plan.
be discussed will be to _ : '
determine if 0-6” is .| 2. Caly the [0 XRF lead samples per residential property being collected
agreeable for non- from 0-1” bga ma}' be sieved.
residential areas. and if
sreving of the sofl (agaim, (b) 0-6" can be used at this site for the residentisl risk assessment.
for a comprehensive risk Once the data has been collected for this first phase of the
assessmenl, not just lead) is RI/FS, EPA will compare both sample borizons (0-1” and [-6™)
required, and if 18-24” to deternsine if the 01" depth can be eliminated.
samnples for VOCs can be .
used for the risk {c) With respect to a question regarding if the sampling inerval 0-67 is
assessment. agrecable for non-residential arcas, and a question regarding if the
sampling interval 18-24" for VOCs can be used for the risk asxessment.
Sarmpling for nen-residential areas will be conducted as specificd in the
: " | current EPA edited version of the RUFS Work Plan and 18-24" samples
1 ‘ for VOCs can be used for the rigk sssessment.
Residential 13 5.2.74 Sherwin-Williams = ) Mike to review NIDEP’s ‘Composite sampling shell not be conducted pursuant to N.J.A.C. 7:26E-
Sampling would like 1o discuss criteria {which will serve as | 3.4 which is an ARAR for (he Sites. With respect to the residential
the residential sampling | ARARs for this site), which | sampling approach, EPA recommends that SWC speak to the residents
spprosch to insure that, { do oot allow for composite | prior to sampling to ensure that the residents have not moved sediment or
characlerization, risk sampling~ in light of the soil from within the 100-year flood plain to another portion of their
assessment and requiremrient by the TRW to | property. If so, some of the sammpling points may need to be se-located,
delineation goals will | conduct composite or additional sample points specified, to characterize those areas outside
| ‘be met. . samypling for residential of the 100-year flood plain that may potentially be contaminated.
lead risk assessments {ie.,

aAt -



o7, B d TWloL

“TOPIC

TTEM

SECTIONG)

SWC's

¢/19703 MEETING

.
1= T hilM™

! : RESOLUTION
COMMENT - OUTCOME /. -- R T
ACTION FTEM .
bow can we resolve these 2

. Oollﬂlcllng' 3 mm m}.

Miseellaceous | 17 52123 Sherwin-Williams Reference to “Braddock’ Address should be included in the RIFS Work Plan. Addresses will be
proposes to change the | will be removed from work | redacted from the copies of the RI/FS Work Plan that will be placed in
reference to the - plan. EPA to determine if  { the public repositories. '

Braddock residence i | address should be incloded '
the street address of the | in the work plan,

residence {25 United

States Avenne),
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